Introduction
For the first time in a century, a set of large, populous, and increasingly wealthy countries-this time China, India, and Russia-are on the cusp of achieving, or regaining, great power status. With good reason, those concerned with the trajectory of world politics are carefully watching how these states handle their ascent to international power and status: both history and theory suggest that rising powers can have a profound, sometimes violent, effect on international politics. The goal of this article is to build upon the existing literature that addresses these critical moments of transformation in the global distribution of power. We chart a research agenda that stands in contrast to traditional power transition paradigms. In doing so, rather than seeking to prove a new theory, we provide a sampling of empirical tests and theoretical innovations that could be used to explore new avenues of research in this domain.
The prevailing contemporary view of the international political economy is one in which economic globalization, fueled by technology, is leading to increasing interconnectedness throughout the world. The topographic image accompanying this prism has been popularized by Thomas Friedman as an increasingly 'flat' world. 1 Although economic powerhouses such as the USA, Europe, and Japan are still outsized nodes, political-economic activity around the globe is believed to be increasingly networked and distributed such that ties deepen among countries in a fashion that gradually equalizes the terms of global connectivity. Indeed, the common empirical preoccupation-even in times of economic downturn-is with documenting the velocity of global interconnectivity; and the theoretical preoccupation is with trying to understand the meaning of its magnitude. 2 In this article, we investigate the directionality of political-economic flows. We probe the question of whether, in contrast to the notion of increasingly uniform interconnectedness, the largest and wealthiest countries in the developing world have begun to preferentially connect with each other and in so doing reduce their relative exposure to Western centers of power. We are particularly interested in examining whether an alternative international order is plausibly beginning to emerge in the developing world, a hypothesis we term a World Without the West.
3 The development of a World Without the West, distinct from the liberal order led by the USA, would have profound implications for some of the most deeply held constructs of international relations theory. Most centrally, it challenges conventional and foundational theoretical assumptions about how rising powers strategically interact with ruling hegemons; and how order itself is created and maintained in international systems. Our goal is not to present a new theory of state behavior; we seek instead a descriptive framework to understand the nature of international politics since the end of the Cold War. In doing so, we argue that the conventional conceptualization of international order has constrained the ability of analysts to understand key trends and fundamental changes in world politics.
In the following section, we briefly situate our argument in contemporary theories of change in international order, with a particular emphasis on power transition theory. Next-in the heart of the article-we identify some of the empirical trends that portend the development of an alternative to the postwar international order, the World Without the West.
In concluding, we consider the theoretical implications of a nascent empirical pattern where emerging countries bypass the Western power centers during the course of their collective ascent. We believe that existing theories-to the detriment of both foreign policymaking and international relations scholarship-do not, and cannot, fully capture the many significant international political phenomena now developing independently of the Western powers and the global institutions. The goal of this article is to open a research agenda to address this lacuna.
What is International Order?
Defining international order is an inherently contentious project, providing grist for a standoff between the major international relations paradigms and encompassing, as it often does, a normative stance on the appropriate content of such order. 4 In this article, our focus is on the question of what role emerging powers might play in the making and shaping of world order. We take as our starting point a working definition of international order as the 'set of rules and common practices imposed by a dominant state'. 5 In an effort to understand periods of profound change in international politics, three related strands of international relations theory-power transition theory, theory of hegemonic war, and theory of long cycles-have examined the causes and consequences of rising powers challenging the predominant order.
6 Though these theoretical approaches at times differ in foci, they all share a common conceptual framework for the evolution of international order. In contrast to balance of power theory, they conceive of a single hegemon shaping international order, 7 'in which relations between states are stable and follow certain patterns and even rules of behavior promoted by the dominant power'. No order can last forever, however-as political, economic, and technological developments lead to differential rates of growth, the gap closes between the power of the hegemon and that of rising powers, who were once too weak to disrupt the hegemon's reign. In the short term, these rising powers are either 'satisfied' and will continue supporting the existing order, or they are 'dissatisfied' and will seek to revise the ordering elements of international politics in ways that better reflect the true distribution of power in the system. 9 Great power war is a common mechanism of this change. 10 In these precarious moments of disequilibrium, hegemons foresee decline and are incentivized to reestablish their predominance. For rising powers, the time is nearing in which the benefits of changing the system through war outweigh the costs of military conflict. The rise of Germany in the late 1800s and the ensuing world wars in Europe are paradigmatic of this process.
The existing literature outlines a dichotomous set of trajectories for the evolution of international order. In one instance, broad agreement among the key players in world politics leads to the maintenance of the predominant order. In the other, a rising power strongly objects to the common consensus and seeks to refashion the rules of the international game, such that 'the concept of status-quo orientation may be understood to refer to whether a state stands inside or outside of general agreements shared by most members of an international community'.
11 Put another way, international relations scholarship surmises that rising powers are presented with a binary choice: assimilate to the existing order, or challenge it. We hypothesize a distinct third possibility: the emergence of an alternative international order that exists parallel to the predominant order. Under this formulation, the focus of study should not be the behavior of a single rising power or waning hegemon, but rather whether a core set of states is gravitating toward a new set of patterns and rules of behavior in international politics. If this process is occurring, analyses wedded to the dominant assimilatechallenge paradigm will fail to see the forest for the trees. What would the empirical underpinnings of such an alternative international order look like? We illustrate the emergence of a World Without the West by analyzing patterns of state interaction in two key international domains: (i) global trade and (ii) voting in the General Assembly of the United Nations (UN). We identify the major partners in trade and UN voting of the largest non-Western economies in the world. Our goal is to assess the nature of the connectivity of these emerging countries with different sets of partner countries-in short, we examine how they, as a group, connect among themselves versus how they connect with the West. By connectivity, we mean the extent to which countries interact across a range of political and economic dimensions. A World Without the West takes plausible shape in the empirical data when major non-Western economies trade and coordinate at the United Nations with each other above and beyond what is expected given their level of development, geographic position, market size, domestic political institutions, and geopolitical and colonial ties.
We distinguish two main categories of countries: the West itself, and a second group of emerging countries. We define the West as those countries that are members of the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD). By this definition, the West transcends some of its traditional geographic boundaries, as we include Japan, Mexico, South Korea, and Turkey in the group of Western countries. Rather than focusing on geography per se, we use a political and institutional criterion to define membership in the West-a commitment to democracy and a market economy, the two defining institutions of the Western international order.
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Membership in the OECD serves as our criterion to identify this commitment to democracy and market economy. Given the exploratory nature of this study, the exact boundaries of the West are not a critical component of our argument; our aim is rather to use a well-recognized distinction between the countries at the center of the liberal international order and those emerging nations that may be outside it. We name this second group of countries the in-play countries. These are the twenty-nine countries with the largest economies that are not members of the OECD. 13 With their growing collective might, they are the new emerging powers; it is within this group that we probe for patterns of connectivity that constitute evidence of a nascent alternative international order.
Our methodology builds upon a standard workhorse of comparative political economy: the gravity model.
14 There are many reasons why countries would trade and coordinate foreign affairs with each other. The gravity model establishes a baseline for the extent of connectivity between countries, whereby bilateral trade (in logs) is a function of the distance between the countries and their joint income (in logs). Following the conventions of political economy scholarship, we augment the basic model with a series of additional factors that are likely predictors of bilateral trade, which include past colonial relations, political institutions, geographic remoteness, cultural commonality, and alliance relations. Our strategy is to measure the 'usual suspects'-those factors that would predict flows of bilateral relations-and then search for what is unusual in the trade and political relations of non-Western countries.
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As any of the parameters in the gravity model changes, we would expect a change in the degree of connectivity for reasons explained by established economics and political science theories. For example, from economic theory, we expect that two countries experiencing a period of economic expansion would trade and interact more. 16 From democratic peace theory, we expect that two countries that adopt democratic political institutions would also trade and interact more.
17 As non-Western countries develop and adopt democratic institutions, therefore, they would be more closely linked to each other. These expectations, however, are not per se sufficient to establish deepening interconnectivity in the World Without the West.
We argue that a World Without the West is emerging if we detect patterns beyond what we would expect from established international relations theories of change. The kernel of our analysis centers on what is not captured in the gravity model-the residuals. If we show that the residuals from the gravity models are far from random noise, but exhibit a systematic temporal trend-that is, if the gravity model loses its predictive ability over time and in the ways that we suggest it will-then we have an indication that 
International Trade
In this section we offer a preliminary test of the hypothesis that an alternative international order is emerging in the developing world. We examine the directionality of trade flows, asking: with whom are the in-play countries trading, and what are the dynamics of these connections? We compare actual trade, measured in bilateral imports, between each pair of countries with trade predicted by the gravity model, calculate residuals from the difference between the two, and then normalize these residuals by dividing by actual trade. These normalized residuals are a measure of excess trade: this is trade that is not predictable using standard determinants such as economic size or bilateral distance. Instead, this residual trade is either idiosyncratic, or it can exhibit systematic patterns. If it is idiosyncratic, the theory of trade captured in the gravity model offers an appropriate portrayal of international trade. But if it is not, we are then confronted with an empirical puzzle that calls for a different explanation.
In Figure 1 , we report the trade residuals, i.e. the unpredicted imports, of the group of in-play countries amongst themselves and with the countries of the West. The West continues to be a major trading partner for the in-play countries as indicated by the fact that their trade levels with the West were consistently above prediction for the entire period. Yet that relationship shows no upward or downward trend over the time period. On the other hand, we find that in-play countries have found other in-play countries as more and more important trading partners in the last 25 years. It is the trend over time that is significant: Figure 1 shows an increase in trade of the in-play countries with themselves that is not predicted by the gravity model, especially from 2000 on.
In the right panel of Figure 1 , we disaggregate the overall patterns of trade of the in-play countries. In particular, we single out China and India, often described as the two most important rising powers. These two countries capture an increasingly larger portion of the trade of the in-play countries. From about the mid-1990s with China, and even earlier with India, in-play countries have shifted their trade in a manner that appears inconsistent with our usual theories of trade. Over the past 10-15 years, the directionality of global trade is plausibly shifting in a manner that illustrates preferentially deepening economic interconnectivity among the group of in-play countries, particularly around leadership poles within that group.
United Nations Voting
In this section we examine whether the deepening economic interaction occurring among the in-play countries is matched by greater political affiliation. We analyze United Nations (UN) voting patterns to see whether a core set of states is gravitating away from the Western liberal order toward a new and increasingly coherent 'set of rules and common practices'. Note that this trend would present a pattern quite distinct from that of individual 'dissatisfied' rising powers bucking an international consensus. Scholars have used a variety of measures to assess the extent to which states adhere to the predominant international order. 18 The dissatisfaction of a rising power, understood as the desire to revise the existing rules of international politics, is measured as the 'degree of agreement between its policies and those of the dominant state'. 19 A common measure for dissatisfaction is the similarity of the 'alliance portfolios' between the hegemon and rising power. 20 Although this variable is appropriate for research on tightly-aligned regions such as Western Europe, it is insufficient for studies 18 Jonathan DiCicco and Jack Levy, 'Power Shifts and Problem Shifts', pp. 690-1. that extend into the frequently non-aligned developing world. 21 Seeking a more comprehensive measure of foreign policy similarity, we examine United Nations General Assembly votes. 22 As Steven Chan explains:
The United Nations offers the closest approximation to the contemporary international community. The political distance that separates a state from its counterparts can be indicated by the extent to which it finds itself in the minority in voting on resolutions presented to the General Assembly or by the Security Council. These votes should be informative about which states are in or out of step with the rest of the world.
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To empirically assess this political dimension of the World Without the West, we examine the voting record of different countries in the General Assembly of the United Nation. In terms of connectivity, the similarity of UN votes offers an observable measure of the political accord or discord between two countries' political agendas. We use Erik Gartzke's index of bilateral voting similarity, an index that ranges between À1 and þ1, whereby À1 indicates complete voting dissimilarity and þ1 indicates complete voting congruence.
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Figure 2 displays the plot of the standardized residuals we obtain for an estimation of the gravity model on the voting similarity indicator, using the same empirical strategy described for the trade data in the previous section. Over the last 20 years, in-play countries have, as a group, exhibited voting patterns that are more similar than those we would otherwise expect from their level of democracy, GDP levels, size and location of the country, alliance ties, and colonial past. Temporally, however, we observe that in the five years from 1990 to 1995, the in-play countries manifested a decrease in voting congruence amongst the group to the 'advantage' of the voting congruence of the group with the OECD countries. This trend was reversed in the second half of the 1990s. From 1995, the in-play countries started to regain some of the previous levels of voting congruence with each other, while distancing themselves from the group of OECD countries.
These data patterns suggest that there was broad and growing acceptance of the liberal international order in the years that immediately followed the end of the Cold War. Since the mid-1990s, however, there appear to be growing preferences for an alternative set of rules and norms in international politics that are distinct from those upheld by the USA and the West.
This convergence toward new rules and behaviors among the in-play countries is coupled with the deepening of economic interconnectivity. These two sets of empirical patterns taken together provide plausible evidence for the development of closer forms of interactions in a cluster of key emerging states. In turn, the empirical contours of a plausible World Without the West suggest profound implications for international relations theory. In the remaining section, we return to foundational international relations scholarship to build a series of propositions for future research.
Theoretical Implications of a World Without the West
Contemporary international relations theory is inadequate to fully understand the implications of a nascent empirical pattern where emerging countries are deepening their interconnectivity during the course of their collective ascent. In the spirit of articulating the contours of a new research program, we critique two dominant paradigms of international relationspower transition theory and liberal institutionalism-to demonstrate the types of theoretical innovation required to examine a World Without the West. First, we point out that rising powers are not restricted to the binary pathways conventionally imputed to them. Second, we outline the framework of alternative governance on which the World Without the West may be taking shape. Third, we tackle the question of the foundations of international order.
The Strategic Choices of Rising Powers
Existing international relations theory outlines two strategic choices for rising powers: simply put, they will either fight against or assimilate to the existing order. In contemporary international politics, China is the current preoccupation of those concerned about the paths that rising powers might take. Aaron Friedberg outlines the dichotomous set of possible futures regarding the emblematic rising power of today's world: 'What is likely to be the character of the relationship between the USA and the People's Republic of China over the next two or three decades? Will it be marked by convergence toward deepening cooperation, stability, and peace or by deterioration, leading to increasingly open competition, and perhaps even war?' 25 Viewing the US-China relationship through this lens, the first-order task for American policymakers is to identify which of these alternative futures is unfolding. Is China preparing for hegemonic war and are there signs that its power is beginning to outpace its prestige? Evidence abounds for the proponents of this viewpoint. 26 China's military spending has increased at an impressive clip, growing at around 15% per year. 27 Meanwhile, China is developing a space program and planning to send rovers to the moon. 28 The successful test of an anti-satellite missile in January 2007 was the nail in the coffin for those who fear that China is preparing to fight for systemic change when its economic and military might are ripe.
Others are far less pessimistic, pointing out that the USA ascended without initiating a major-power war, and that post-war Japan and Germany have peacefully reintegrated into the existing system. As China nears great power status, so the story goes, it is likely to integrate into the American-led liberal order. Some believe this will be the case because economic development fosters political moderation. 29 Others believe that even an autocratic China will choose to join, rather than fight, the existing order. John Ikenberry, for example, argues that the existing liberal order-built around multilateralism, alliance partnerships, and rule-based cooperation-is so deeply integrated and institutionalized that it will be extremely difficult to overturn. 30 A number of scholars have joined Ikenberry in arguing that participation in international institutions has already begun to socialize China into the liberal international order. 31 Ikenberry argues that the deeply institutionalized nature of the international economy will further ensure that China assimilates to the existing order. The rapid growth of the Chinese economy is the bedrock of its domestic political control. As such, as the Chinese economy continues to expand, the economic incentives to maintain the current international order will far outweigh any designs of systemic change. In this formulation, the World Trade Organization will be an important safeguard to protect China from discrimination; and as its economy grows so too will its influence in the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. Meanwhile, the Chinese economy has become deeply interdependent with that of the USA, further decreasing the likelihood that China would want to traumatize the existing world order.
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So which is it: will China fight or assimilate? The difficulty in answering this question is in no small part because the existing theoretical paradigm has deeply constrained the ability of scholars to understand the full variance of China's behavior. Analysts-intent on determining whether China is either revisionist and challenging or assimilative and status quo 33 -often appear to be forcing square pegs into round holes. American Sinologist Robert Ross, for instance, has argued that, 'China is a revisionist power, but for the foreseeable future it will seek to maintain the status quo'. 34 Similar uncertainty could be applied to India, which appears to be taking a tack that is neither perfectly assimilative nor challenging to the liberal order. 35 If the World Without the West hypothesis is correct, scholars would be well-served by embracing a more expansive conceptual framework, whereby the ongoing confusion about the future behavior of non-Western powers will reveal itself as a by-product of the overly limited perspectives of existing international relations theory. In reality, the strategic choices facing rising powers extend beyond the fight versus assimilate paradigm. Rising powers have a third option: they can route around the existing order and help to define and join an alternative international order. Whether this is an explicit and conscious strategy of some players or an evolutionary development that is emerging in a cumulative and nearly unintentional fashion is not at issue here-except to say that for critics to demand that it be the former in order to constitute a real and significant phenomenon, is not justified and raises the bar too high.
36 'Routing around' is an alternative paradigm we suggest both the discipline and the policy community should consider.
An Alternative Governance Framework
Consider the commonplace narrative of post World War II (WWII) order: the United States emerges victorious, a giant among exhausted competitors, and uses its power to take the lead in creating the postwar liberal international order in its own image-an open economic system and a rule-based and institutionalized approach to fostering international cooperation on security affairs. It plays the iconic role of a benevolent hegemon, providing the essential global public goods that were the foundations of post-WWII prosperity and stability: the Bretton Woods international financial system with the US dollar as backbone; and NATO, a collective security arrangement that depended in the final analysis on US force projection and its nuclear umbrella. a high level of normative legitimacy, the post-war order became 'not essentially an American empire but rather an empire of capitalist democracy'. 38 Ikenberry argues that the world has thus seen, 'the emergence of a one-world order where all the parts of the globe are loosely integrated into a single governance system'. 39 In his telling, institutional depth ensures the survival of the prevailing order even in the face of declining US power. The embedded liberalism that defined the US-led global order in the post-WWII period 40 spread farther and deeper throughout the world, beginning on the crest of the third wave of democratization and culminating with the collapse of the Soviet Union.
What would a World Without the West look like instead? As the emerging nations within it continue to preferentially deepen their interconnectedness with each other, they might use their mutual transactions to form an alternative international order that would upend the tenets that the liberal international order is predicated upon-we suggest this is already beginning to occur. The foundation of the World Without the West is, very simply, an alternative governance framework that routes around several key tenets of liberal internationalism. Replacing the liberal notion that states have the right and obligation to enforce domestic governance and economic norms based on individual rights across the globe, this alternative order operates according to a principle of inviolable sovereignty, or 'neoWestphalianism'. The notions of liberal individualism that form the basis of the American-led international order are redefined to emphasize the economic, social, and cultural over the political and to privilege the collective over the individual.
As a corollary to the re-hardening of the sovereignty norm, states in the World Without the West are adopting sustainable innovations in domesticlevel governance models. 41 Disenchanted with the Washington Consensus and its neoliberal prescriptions, many developing countries are now choosing among variations on the theme of state-controlled capitalism, a pattern that has become even more pronounced in the wake of the 2008-09 global economic crisis. The goal is economic growth that supplants rather than stimulates demands for political opening.
Power in this nascent alternative order flows from more traditional resource endowments (energy, commodities and geography) than from knowledge and other 'intangible' factors of production. The rules and 38 terms of trade increasingly reflect a modern version of resource nationalism. Meanwhile, preferences around nuclear energy and proliferation are distinctly different from that of the West, and the resources for design of reactors and weapons, as well as fuel cycle technologies, no longer depend on access to the United States and its Western allies. The next 'nonproliferation bargain', if there is a global bargain to be struck, will have to take account of this, or the World Without the West will fashion its own bargain.
The rising powers of the 21st century do not want either conflict or assimilation. The World Without the West carries with it a set of ideas about order and governance that are not suited to liberal internationalism. The democratic liberal order is particularly threatening to weak and autocratic regimes, whose precise sources of control and legitimacy are often in direct conflict with the rules and norms that support the existing order. Poor regimes are at risk of becoming beholden to international financial institutions, and non-democratic regimes face international pressure for domestic reform. As they pursue their own national goals and regime survival, rising powers are facilitating the development of an alternative international order, backed by their increasing collective heft that neither directly opposes nor adapts to the American-led order.
Sovereignty Redux and a Transactional Order
The empirical existence of a World Without the West and the notion that an alternative international order could co-exist with the American-led liberal system challenge traditional theories about how order is established in international politics. For structural or neo-realists, the international system is defined by the ordering principle of anarchy, the undifferentiated nature of security-seeking states, and the global distribution of capabilities.
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Governance of the system, as defined by the rights and rules afforded to states, is established and regulated by great powers. Systemic changea transformation of the rights and rules of international politics-therefore occurs through a reorientation of the distribution of power. Robert Gilpin offers a causal explanation for the mechanism through which changes in the distribution of power lead to systemic change. 43 In the international economy, a dominant paradigm holds that a hegemon is necessary for order to be maintained in the global system of trade and finance.
44 Hegemonic stability theory posits that self-interested hegemons can overcome collective action problems and provide the public goods necessary for order-acting as a lender of last resort and providing a market for excess commodities, for instance. Under this formulation, institutions are epiphenomenal to the interests of the strongest states in the system. As with Gilpin's theory, hegemonic stability theory predicts that order and stability will diminish as the hegemon declines.
Critics of hegemonic stability theory reject the notion that order cannot endure in the absence of hegemonic control, pointing, for instance, to the persistence of institutionalized cooperation in the face of the decline of postwar US supremacy. 45 Neoliberal institutionalist regime theory thus explores the capacity of institutions to perform tasks that realists thought could only be performed by great powers. Regimes and institutions would provide order in the international system by managing the problems associated with uncertainty, imperfect information, high transaction costs, and enforcement, thereby overcoming the underprovision of public goods. 46 Not only could institutions facilitate cooperation, they have a stickiness that allows them to act as causal forces themselves shaping power and interest.
47 As Ikenberry argues, these institutions can be self-reinforcing and provide an extremely resilient backbone to the existing international order. 48 According to realist theory, then, order is established by the most powerful states and, in order to become leaders of an international system, revisionist powers would have to challenge the hegemony of the USA and, by definition, the institutions it leads. The neoliberal institutionalist alternative argues that international institutions can maintain order by overcoming the collective action problems that prevail in the anarchical international environment. 49 The future of international order will therefore be determined by the degree to which rising powers either work within existing institutions or seek to replace them. When viewed through the existing theoretical paradigms of international order, two pieces of evidence-the inability of any rising power to fight against the USA, along with the continuing predominance of the post-war liberal institutions-are used in support of the claim that the world has yet to see any kind of systemic innovation that would affect the de facto reign of the liberal order. This is, we believe, a false conclusion. In reality, a World Without the West can form an alternative international order distinct from the liberal order by reinforcing the sovereignty norm and reorienting international order away from institutions and toward transactions.
The conception of sovereignty is one of the key defining features of an international system. John Ruggie articulates this in describing the transition from the medieval system-defined by overlapping and entangled sources of authority-to the modern state system-'defined by mutually exclusive jurisdictional domains'. 50 For Ruggie, seeking to understand systemic change within the confines of neo-realism, the key transition was a change in the 'differentiation' of units. 51 This differentiation 'serves as an exceedingly important source of structural variation', and acts as one of the key determinants of systemic change. 52 Having identified this mode of change in the international system, Ruggie then draws on the work of Emile Durkheim to understand the determinants of that change. For Durkheim, 'growth in the volume and dynamic density of societies modifies profoundly the fundamental conditions of collective existence'.
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Changes in conceptions of sovereignty could result from changes in the 'dynamic density' of the system, which Durkheim understood as the 'quantity, velocity and diversity of transactions that go on within society'. 54 Dramatic changes in this 'dynamic density'-such as could be caused by major demographic shifts, significant changes in industrial production and financial investment, rapid technological innovation, and growing resource constraints-could lead to systemic change by encouraging alternative conceptions of sovereignty.
We submit that a World Without the West could conceivably develop, in precisely this manner, as an alternative international order built on the dynamic density of the transactional flows within its own sphere. Ruggie was looking forward, at the future of Europe, trying to see how new modes of differentiation could lead to a post-modern international system. 55 consider that systemic innovation could come from greater transactional flows and a return to harder notions of absolute sovereignty, rather than a great innovation in the 'unbundling of territoriality'. 56 The development of the World Without the West does not conform to traditional conceptions of how order is established in the international system. As modernization theory mistook the unique European domestic political experience as universal, so too has an emphasis on brick and mortar international institutions mistakenly ignored the degree to which an environment that is built up of a dense set of transactions between fully autonomous units-and in which the transactions are configured in ways that reinforce rather than undermine the autonomy of the unitscould produce an international order. In either the neorealist or neoliberal institutionalist formulation, order in the international system is a public good provided by powerful states, through institutions that are either epiphenomenal (realism) or come to facilitate rule-based order themselves over time (institutionalism). What the World Without the West begins to demonstrate is that international rules and patterns of behavior can become deeply embedded in an international order without formal institutions to facilitate them. That is, transactional networks have emergent properties. As they develop, transactional networks spread ideas and norms; they make them part of normal interactions and, thus, they build structures that shape patterns of behavior beyond their original purpose.
The World Without the West, as a transactional network, is bound to become an order that eschews traditional international institutions in part because those institutions have proven unable to constrain great powers (as in the case of the US war in Iraq), unable to deliver on critical issues (as with the Doha trade round), and relatively easy to obstruct (as in the case of UN action in Darfur.). But, more profoundly, we should not expect to see the proliferation of large formal, multilateral institutions in the developing world because dynamic transactional density and an emphasis on absolute sovereignty are the differentiating features of the World Without the West. Formal institutions are not necessary to facilitate the deepening transactional interconnectivity of the World Without the West. Furthermore, such institutions are by definition a surrendering of some degree of sovereignty, which the World Without the West is organized against. When multilateral institutions have developed within the World Without the West-such as the Shanghai Cooperation Organization-they have principally served as umbrellas for bilateral transactions. An alternative institutional order in the World Without the West is thus governed by a deepening network of transactions, which serve to regulate state behavior, rather than through formal international institutions. 56 Ibid., p. 171.
